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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application cun^ently nannes joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U-S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

1 . Claims 1-23, 25, 26. 28-42, 44-55 and 57-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Clise at al [US 5,797,091] in view of Goldenberg at al [US 
6,636,197]. 

Regarding claim 1, the claimed remote control comprising a processor (the personal 
communicator 10 includes a microprocessor controller 22, see Figs. 2 and 3); and the 
display coupled to the processor to display information to the user under control of the 
processor (the personal communicator 10 a display 16 coupled to a programmable 
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microprocessor controller 22, see Figs. 2 and 3, col. 4, lines 4-16 and col. 5, lines 34- 
36); and the first input device coupled to the processor to allow the processor to read 
state of the first input device, the state of the first input device being selected by the = 
user and the second input device coupled to the processor to allow the processor to 
read state of the second input device, the state of the second input device being 
selected by the user (the buttons 12c, 12d, 12e and 12f are programmed to be selected 
by a user to enter commands and data information to the microprocessor controller 52 
and memory 54, see Figs 2 and 3, col. 3, lines 2-5, and col. 5, lines 2-50); and the 
transmitter coupled to the processor, the transmitter being capable of sending remote 
commands to the communication module of the base unit under control of the processor 
(the radio frequency transmitter 44 coupled to the microprocessor controller 52, see 
Figs. 1 and 2, col. 2, lines 8-10, col. 8, lines 21-57); and the memory module coupled to 
the processor, the memory module storing code executed by the processor (the 
memory 54 is coupled to the microprocessor controller 52, see Fig. 2, col. 4, lines 6-8); 
and wherein the processor under control of the code displays to the user various menu 
items on the display, enables the user to scroll among the menu items to pointed to one 
of the menu items using the first input device, and enable the user to select the menu 
item that is pointed to by using the second input device (under the control of the 
microprocessor controller 52 that allows a user to scroll the programmable buttons 12c, 
12d, 12e or 12f for selecting a desired function through a display menu, see Figs. 3 and 
4, col. 2, lines 18-21, col. 5, lines 1-50 and col. 6, lines 45-51); but Clise etai fails to 
disclose the pre-amble that a remote control transmitter for enabling a user to control 
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remotely a security system, the security system having a base unit with a 
communication module. However, Clise et al teaches that the handheld personal 
communicator 10 includes a RF transmitter 44 and RF receiver 46 for wireless 
communicates with a private response center 22, public response center 26 including 
private roadside automobile assistance, department of transportation incident response 
and emergency response. The handheld personal communicator 10 provides the user 
with greater sense of security because of their ability to communicate from remote 
locations. The handheld personal communicator 10 receives electrical power from a 
vehicle cigarette lighter and to generate an automobile service request and personal 
data to the automobile service facility, see Figs. 1-3, col. 1, lines 31-45, col. 2, lines 52- 
63, col. 4, lines 29-34 and col. 5, lines 15-19. Goldenberg et al suggests that a control 
panel 12 for a remote electronic device for selectively controlling various automobile 
systems including engine, air conditioning, heat, mirrors, seats, sunroof, map and a 
security or alarm system for the automobile/vehicle, see Figs. 1 and 3, col. 4, lines 3-20. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to substitute the remote control security of Goldenberg et al for the 
handheld communicator of Clise et al since the handheld communicator can be used 
within a vehicle and to provide security assurance to vehicle's driver or user through 
vehicle alarm system and/or vehicle roadside assistance. 
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Regarding claim 2, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 1 above, and including the radio or wireless 
link, see Figs. 1 and 5. 

Regarding claim 3, Clise et al fails to disclose the first input device comprises a scroll 
wheel with an internal push-to-activate switch operable by depressing the scroll wheel in 
a radial direction of the scroll wheel toward center of the scroll wheel and releasing the 
scroll wheel; the user selects the state of the first input device by rotating the scroll 
wheel; the second input device comprises the Internal push-to activate switch of the 
scroll wheel and the user selects the state of the second user device by depressing and 
releasing the scroll wheel. However, Clise et al teaches that the programmable buttons 
12c, 12d and 12e can be relabeled as scrolling control buttons to permit the user to : 
scroll through the entire contents of the phone book storage area 84 so that the user 
can select his desired function, see Figs. 3 and 4, col. 6, lines 41-51 . Goldenberg et al 
suggests that a control panel 12 including a scroll control knob/wheel 26 for a 
user/driver to rotate the wheel 26 toward a direction of any vehicle operation functions, 
parameters, engine status or electronic accessories to be selected, see Figs. 1 and 3, 
abstract, col. 2, lines 27-44, col. 4, lines 1-67 and col. 5, lines 1-67. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one skill in the art at the time the invention was made to substitute 
the scroll control wheel of Godenberg et al for the function keys of Clise et al since the 
scroll button and scroll wheel provides the same results as selected by the user/driver. 
The haptic feedback scroll control knob allows easier selection of menu items, menus. 
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values, or other options by the user/driver. The scroll control knob also provides greater 
control over selection and other operations with faster and accuracy. 

Regarding daim 4, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 3 above. 

Regarding claim 5, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 4 above, and one of the menu items occupies 
no less than substantially half of the display area capable of displaying menu items (one 
of the selected item could be greater than the display menu area 16 depending how 
large is the item information data, such as more than 20 letters, see Fig. 3). 

Regarding daim 6, all the dalmed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to daim 3 above, and including the haptic feedback 
scroll control knob. 

Regarding claim 7, all the dalmed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 6 above, and induding the tactile feedback, 
see Goldenberg et al, col. 1 , lines 47-51, and the audible feedback, see Clise et al, 
col. 18, lines 7-9. 
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Regarding claim 8, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 7 above, see Figs. 1-3 of Goldenberg et al. 

Regarding claim 9, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 8 above. 

Regarding claim 10, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 2 and 7 above. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 10 above, and including a plurality of tasks 
(the plurality of functions, see 3 and 5-7. 

Regarding claim 12, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 1 1 above. 

Regarding claim 13, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 3 and 1 1 above, but Clise et al fails to 
disclose the menu items comprise a screen inversion menu item, the plurality of tasks 
comprises a screen inversion task, the screen inversion menu item corresponds to the 
screen inversion task; and the code executed by the processor causes the processor to 
perform the screen inversion task and invert the display when the screen inversion 
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menu item is selected, but Clise et al teaches that the screen display area 16 being 
controlled by the microprocessor controller 52 to display a particular tasks or information 
from messages, user selections and/or received command data, see Figs. 2 and 3, col. 
2, lines 18-21 . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to recognize 
that the display area is functionally equivalent to the claimed screen inversion because 
it is designed to display information data received from the memory and/or remotely in 
the forms of either analog and digital signals, which are converted for displaying on the 
display to be view by a user. 

Regarding claim 14, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 3 above, and including the security system, 
which reads upon the security clearance and the alarm conditions related to the vehicle, 
see Fig. 7C, col. 16, lines 48-65. 

Regarding claim 15, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 3 and 14 above, and including the outer 
housing, see Figs. 2 and 3. 

Regarding claim 16, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 1 5 above, see Figs. 2 and 3. 
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Regarding claim 17, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 15 above, it is a designed choice to select the 
particular size of the top of the outer housing is less than about 1 .5 inches, which 
provides easier and convenience carried by a user. 

Regarding claim 18, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 17 above, and the pressure needed to 
activate the internal is between about 0.15 and 0.75 ounces, which reads upon the 
haptic feedback scroll control knob operated by the force sensation, other force effects 
and resistive forces are applied, see Goldenberg et al, col. 12, lines 14-67, cols. 13-16 
and col. 17, lines 1-57. 

Regarding daim 19, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 3 and 14 above, see Figs. 2 and 3 of Fraker 
et al, and Fig. 1 of Goldenberg et al. 

Regarding claim 20, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 17 and 19 above. 

Regarding claim 21, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to clalnns 18 and 20 above. 
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Regarding claim 22, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to daim 3 above, but Clise et al fails to disclose the 
display driver interposed between the processor and the display. However, Clise et al 
teaches that the microprocessor controller 52 is connected to a display 16, which is a 
coded alphanumeric character display, see Figs. 1-3, col. 4, lines 27-32. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
recognize that the display includes a display driver for driving to display of 
alphanumeric, and wherein the display driver is obviously interposed or connected 
between the processor and the display for receiving command display signals from the 
processor to be displayed on the display. 

Regarding claim 23, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 3 and 13 above, and including the 
programming functions, see Figs. 5-9. 

Regarding claim 25, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to daim 2 
above, and including the receiver (the receiver 46 receives commands from the central 
communication stations 22, see Figs. 1 and 2, col. 2 , lines 16-18, col. 7, lines 1-3 and 
col. 8, lines 25-65). 

Regarding claim 26, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to daims 3 and 14 above. 
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Regarding daim 28, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 26 above, and including the alarm data 
messages, see col. 16. lines 54-65. 

Regarding claim 29, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 1 
above, and including the input data port capable of receiving the code executed by the 
processor (the input data port 58, see Fig. 2, col. 4, lines 10-17). 

Regarding claim 30, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 29 
above. 

Regarding claim 31 , all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claim 1 
above. 

Regarding claim 32, all the claimed subject matters are cited in respect to claims 2 and 
31 above. 

Regarding claim 33, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 3 and 32 above. 
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Regarding claim 34, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al In respect to claims 4 and 33 above. 

Regarding claim 35, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 1 3 and 33 above. 

Regarding daim 36, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 15 and 33 above. 

Regarding claim 37, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 1 6 and 36 above. 

Regarding daim 38, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to clainns 17 and 37 above. 

Regarding daim 39, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 1 8 and 38 above. 

Regarding claim 40, all the daimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 19 and 33 above. 
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Regarding claim 41, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 20 and 40 above. 

Regarding claim 42, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 23 and 33 above. 



Regarding claim 44, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 28 and 33 above. 

Regarding claim 45, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 1 above. 

subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
claims 3 and 45 above. 

subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
claims 4 and 46 above. 



Regarding claim 46, all the claimed 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to 



Regarding claim 47, all the claimed 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to 



Regarding claim 48, all the claimed 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to 



subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
claims 5 and 47 above. 
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Regarding claim 49, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 6 and 46 above. 

Regarding claim 50, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 7 and 46 above. 

Regarding claim 51, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 8 and 46 above. 

Regarding claim 52, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 1 3 and 46 above. 

Regarding claim 53, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 15 and 47 above. 

Regarding claim 54, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 18 and 53 above. 

Regarding claim 55, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 23 and 52 above. 
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Regarding daim 57, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Ciise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to clainris 25 and 46 above. 

Regarding claim 58, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 28 and 57 above. 

Regarding claim 59, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Ciise et ai 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 28 and 58 above. 

Regarding claim 60, the method claimed limitations are met by the apparatus claim 
discussed between Clise et al and Goldenberg et ai in respect to claims 1 and 3 
above, and including the holding the remote controller in one hand (the personal 
communicator 10 is designed to hold by a person's hand, see Figs. 1 and 3). 

Regarding claim 61, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Ciise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 4 and 60 above. 

Regarding claim 62, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 1 above, wherein the hand-held general 
purpose computing device is met by the combination of the remote control of 
Goldenberg et al that includes a local microprocessor 22, other microprocessor 224,: 
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input 220, memory 206 with calculation instruction, and a display 14, see Figs. 1 and 3, 
col. 4, lines 3-66, col. 10, lines 40-67 and col. 11, lines 1-67). 

Regarding claim 63, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to daim 62 above, and including the portable or 
handheld TTL 120 or 220 with electrical power supply 28 or 32, see Figs. 2 and 3. 

Regarding claim 64, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 1 above. 

Regarding daim 65, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claim 1 above. 

Regarding daim 66. all the daimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 1 and 62 above. 

Regarding daim 67, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al in respect to claims 1 and 64 above. 

2. Claims 24, 27, 43 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Clise et al and Goldenberg et al and further in view of Issa et al 
[US 5,783,989]. 
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Regarding claim 24, Clise et al fails to disclose the function programming task is 
selected from the list consisting of passive anming, active arming, enabling confirming 
chirps for arm and disarm state changes, disabling confirming chirps for arm and disarm 
state changes, turning on ignition locking of doors, and tuming off ignition locking of 
doors. However, Clise et al teaches that the remote personal communicator 10 
includes a programmed microprocessor controller 52 for communicating with and 
providing positioning data to another entity. The modern communications such as 
cellular telephone can be used to summon help, roadside assistant for a disabled 
automobile vehicle or to call for emergency services, see Fig. 1 , col. 1 , lines 6-24 and 
53-67, col. 3, lines 2-51, col. 4, lines 4-16 and col. 6, lines 41-51 . Issa et al suggests 
that the vehicle security system for a vehicle includes a controller 35 for programming 
and learning a unique code of a remote transmitter 25 to define a learned remote 
transmitter 25 capable of causing performance of a function associated with the vehicle 
including vehicle security system. The vehicle leamed functions includes arming, 
disarming, ignition on/off function, door lock and unlock statuses and chirp and flash 
notifications, see Figs. 1, 2, 6C, 7C, 11 and 12, col. 5, lines 3-60, col. 6, lines 15-30, col. 
8, lines 8-67, col. 9, lines 1-54, col. 15, lines 15-51, col. 18, lines 51-67 and col. 19, lines 
1-22. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to programmed the processor of Clise et al and Goldenberg et al 
with vehicle security functions such as of Issa et al for providing vehicle security and 
personal convenience as well. Today RF remote controlled vehicle security provides 



Application/Control Number 1(V699,009 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2636 

remote door locking/unlocking, remote -trunk release, remote window roll up/down, 
remote ignition starting are available to in the market. 

Regarding claim 27, Clise et al fails to disclose the Information In the message contains 
diagnostic data. However, Clise et al teaches that the remote personal communicator 
10 includes a programmable microprocessor controller 52 to control the information 
data related to positioning of a motor vehicle and/or emergency situation over the 
display 16 by an input buttons 12 and/or I/O port 58, see Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, lines 2- 
51 , col. 4, lines 4-16 and col. 6, lines 41-51 . Issa et al suggests that vehicle security 
system for a vehicle includes a controller 35 for programming and learning a unique 
code of a remote transmitter 25 to define a learned remote transmitter 25 capable of 
causing performance of a function associated with the vehicle including vehicle security 
system and self-diagnostic mode to help maintain the maximum security possible, see 
Figs. 1, 2A and 8A, col. 2, lines 36-60, col. 8, lines 8-42, col. 10, lines 38-57, col. 16, 
lines 58-67 and col. 17, lines 1-40. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to implement the self-diagnostic mode of 
Issa et al to the processor of Clise et al and Goldenberg et al for assuring of the 
vehicle security operation functions and to prevent of falls alarm. 

Regarding claim 43, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise et al 
and Goldenberg et al and Flick in respect to claims 24 and 42 above. 
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Regarding claim 56, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Clise at al 
and Goldenberg et al and Flick in respect to claims 24 and 46 above. 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments filed on 28 November 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Because, 
Applicant's arguments: 

(A) Clise et al discloses the private response center described in Clise monitors 
security systems such as intrusion detection systems and fire alarms. The private 
response center itself is not a security system. Therefore, Clise does not disclose that 
the personal communicator is a remote control transmitter for remotely controlling a 
security system. 

(B) Clise disclose the general purpose computing device provides only the 
transmitter and receiver; according to claim 62. the general purpose computing device 
provides elements other than the transmitter and receiver. 

(0) Clise apparently does not disclose a security system installed in a vehicle. Still 
further, Clise apparently does not disclose a base unit with security sensors. 
While Clise does disclose a global positioning system (GPS), the global positioning 
system is installed in the personal communicator, not in a base unit. 
According to Clise, the personal communicator 10 thus provides several alternative 
techniques for generating position data. 
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(D) Goldenberg suggests a scroll control knob/wheel 26, however, the numeral 26 
designates a knob, not a scroll wheel. A knob is not the same as a scroll wheel. 

(E) It appears that neither Clise nor Goldenberg discloses or suggests displaying 
menu items one at a time. Clise and Goldenberg apparently also show multiple menu 
Items displayed. 

(F) It appears that Clise does not teach receiving at the communicator messages 
that include alarm, status, or diagnostic data from the base unit. 

(G) It appears that neither Clise nor Goldenberg discloses or suggests such 
placement of the scroll wheel. 

Response to the arcuments: 

(A) It is obvious to combine the remote control security of Goldenberg and Clise 
since the handheld communicator provides security assurance and allows user to 
control for vehicle road assistance as in emergency situation. 

The independent claims 60 and 62 do not claimed of the remote control for 
general security purposes and/or vehicle security system. 

(B) The combination between Clise and Goldenberg provides the multiple 
microprocessors for separate and different operation functions of the 
computing/calculating device and the transmitter/receiver. 

(C) The base unit should be one of the private response center and/or public 
response center, which is obviously having a processor and GPS system for 
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communicating with the portable communicator and to provide location position as well 
as distances and directions of a traveling vehicle. 

(D) Goldenberg disclose of the scroll wheel, see col. 12, lines 15-22 and col. 25, 
lines 57-62). 

(E) Even though Clise and Goldenberg show multiple menu items display, but only 
one of the item Is selected to display one at a time. 

(F) The combination between Clise and Goldenberg allows the handheld or remote 
controller to receives the vehicle status conditions as well as the vehicle alarm 
conditions. 

(G) The scroll wheel of Goldenberg as in (D) above. 



Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
nnailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number 10/699.009 
Art Unit: 2636 



Page 22 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to primary examiner Van Trieu whose telephone number 
is (571) 272-2972. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 7:00 AM to 
3:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Jeffery Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272-2981 . 




Van Trieu 
Primary Examiner 
Date: 1/11/06 



